From: AREIMAN —VCH0021A Date and time 04.23.93 10:38:54 

To: LPOLLAK —VUS0212A Lee Poliak 

From: Andre Reiman 

Subject: NO SUBJECT 

The note attached to the attached note seems to me to raise some of the issues 
we discussed last week. 


Andy 

*** Forwarding note from JPUOTILA— VCH0021A 22.04.93 16:39 *** 
To: AANDRADE— VCH0021A Anthony Andrade 


From: 
To : 


Johan Puotila 
Tony Andrade ' ) 

Subject: Meeting On Swedish'Tobacco Law Proposal 


Tony, 


I agree with your summary and conclusions of our meeting. However, 
when it comes to the general industry statement drafted by Lagerloefs 
which we hope Swedish Tobacco will submit to the Social Committee 
on behalf of the NMA, my understanding is that we should not raise 
the primary or secondary issue or make any general reservations on these 
issues. The industry position has been thorougly clarified in our 
submission in connection with the initial Magnusson Tobacco Law 
proposal. What we should do is to put forward our argumentation 
on the product control paragraphs, using EC and other international 
references. Ve want to bill to be sufficiently clear and in line with 
corresponding European legislation. 


As you imply in your summary; it 1 s not very likely that the Committee 
would pay much attention to our comments. However, they might find it 
easier to resist the antis* comments and demands for an ad ban as well 
as a legislative workplace smoking ban if they at the same time can 
turn down the industry criticism. The demand for tightening the bill 
in form of a reference to "internationally accepted methods", presented 
by a member of the Committee, could also in this connection be welcomed 
by the antis, as the industry comments would make it appear even more 
as a slap against our face. If this works, we could get them to drive 
through the minimum change we want to achieve. In the best case scenario the 
Committee would recommend changes in line with the NMA submission, due 
to the forcefulness of our arguments. 


For your information, I today discussed the idea of a critical industry 
submission with my Conservative contact. He thought the idea was good, 
giving the Committee more space to manouvre and to compromise. This 
should convince Swedish Tobacco to come on board. 

It is also possible that if compromises between the government and the 
opposition/the antis are needed, the government might offer giving in on 
the age limit issue. At the same time they would stay behind their 
position on advertising even stronger, as "the debate on whether 
advertising tempts juveniles to smoke or not is not all that interesting 
after the introduction of an aqe limit, as the kids can’t buy the product”. 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/gpkxOOOO 




As we know, compromises on other points included in the bill might 
become actual if not unavoidable if the government parties start 
supporting changes raised by the industry, hence changing their 
current position of !, we stay firm behind our bill and want no changes”. 

Best Regards 

Johan 

*** Forwarding note from ECLXCSL1—VCHO021A 22.04.93 13:30 *** 

To: JPUOTILA—VCHO021A Johan Puotila 

From: Anthony J. Andrade 

Subject: 

Subject : SUMMARY OF MEETING CONCERNING SWEDISH TOBACCO 
LAW PROPOSAL 


Johan, 

Please review the following summary, make any changes you 
deem appropriate and forward to concerned parties. 

A meeting of representatives of the international tobacco 
companies doing business in Sweden was held yesterday to 
discuss possible responses to Sections 9, 15 and 17 of 
the proposed Tobacco Act in Sweden. A meeting is 
scheduled for 9:00 a.m. April 23 at PM - Stockholm for 
the international companies to present their views to 
Swedish Tobacco to solicit their support. 

The discussion focused on the requirements of Section 15 
that tobacco companies could be compelled to conduct 
scientific investigations to determine if "the chemical 
and toxicological properties of the product have 
hazardous effects'*. There was agreement that we should 
seek to amend this Section by adding the language "using 
internationally accepted scientific methods'*. The 
proposed amendment would appear to impose a stricter 
requirement on the types of research investigations that 
would meet the obligations of Section 15; however, there 
are very few internationally accepted scientific methods 
available and the practical effect would be to limit the 
kinds of investigations that could be required under the 
Section. There was also discussion regarding a second 
amendment to Section 15 to delete the language "and other 
information" from the last sentence as this arguably 
could require that the tobacco companies provide to the 
Swedish government existing research and test results 
and proprietary information. There was no final agreement 
on the second proposed amendment. 

It was also agreed that a scientific consultant of 
Rothmans should approach the chief toxicology consultant 
to the Swedish government, Dr. Slorak (sp ?), to prepare 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/gpkxOOOO 




